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This Reply Brief is submitted in answer to the Response to Argument set forth in 
paragraph 10 of the Examiner's Answer mailed November 29, 2005. 
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ARGUMENTS 

The invention set forth within the Claims under Appeal in the present application is 
directed to a technique for initially loading software into a personal computer in an unusable 
form whereby selected software may be later converted into usable form based upon the user's 
position and requirements, with the non-selected programs not being converted into usable form 
whereby royalties will be due only on selected software and the software which has been 
selected may be determined with great accuracy. 

In response to Applicant's arguments that primary references relied upon by the 
Examiner either teach the loading of software in fully functional evaluation mode onto each 
computer or a technique whereby none of the software on a computer is usable until the user has ' 
agreed to selected terms and conditions." The Examiner notes a belief that Stringer discloses 
several embodiments of his invention in which the software contained therein is ^not fully 
functional or fully usable." Applicant does not dispute this teaching of Stringer, however the 
Applicant notes respectfully, tfaat the claims in the present application are not directed to a 
technique where by software is loaded in a '*not fully functional or not fully usable" form but, as 
expressly recited within those claims, "in unusable form. . Applicant urges the Board and the 
Examiner to consider that "unusable" means not capable of being utilized and that software in an 
'\musable" form is perse incapable of being "evaluated," the primary stated function of the 
Stringer system. 

Further, as previously noted, Applicant points out that the Carroll reference teaches that 
all software within the system is unusable until the user has agreed to selected terms and 
conditions and that thereafter all software, rather than selected programs, is made usable. 

In response to Applicant's argument that a combination of these two references would do 
clear violence to either reference, the Examiner correctly states that the appropriate test for the 
combination of references is what will be suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
Applicant respectfully urges the Board to consider that a first reference which expressly teaches 
software which is loaded in a usable or partially usable evaluation version to permit "a user to 
evaluate fully functional versions of original materials before purchasing the materials." (See 
Stringer, Column 5, lines 16-19) and a second reference which teaches that all software is 
disabled until such time as a user has agreed to purchase that software cannot, in good faith, 
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provide a suggestion for combination to one having ordinary skill in this art. Either the purpose 
of the system is to permit the software to be utilized and evaluated or the purpose is to prohibit 
the utilization of the software until is has been purchased. A combination of references which 
teach these two diverse techniques does not, in the opinion of the Applicant, give rise to a 
suggestion for combination in the mind of one having ordinary skill in this art. 

No fee is believed to be required; however, in the event any fees' are required, please 
charge Lenovo's Deposit Account No, 50-3533. No extension of time is believed to be required; 
however, in the event any extension is required, please consider that extension requested and 
please charge any associated fee and any additional required fees Lenovo's Deposit Account 
No. 50-3533. 
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